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STALINISM N CZECHOSLOVAK A

EY BIlT HUNTER |

The recent events in Czechoslovakia had a profdund effect both on the
internat ional relationships between the Great Powers and on the working
class movement. An analysis of the events are important for an under~

standing of the role of the Stalinist Parties. F
Even a cursory study of Czechoslovakian egconomy reveals the deep-going - '»ﬁ
changes which have taken place. Today, the charucteristic feature of the sﬁ
economy is not private, bul state enterprise. The recent nationalisation 3

o

measures and the further land reform constituted a blow at the rempants
of the 0l1d ruling class in an cconomy wherc alrcady two thirds of industry
was under state control.

What is the role of Stalinism in relation to this social transformation?
This is the question workers are asking.

The shatéering of the Czech bourgeoisie in February wes the result of the
sharpening antagonism between the Russian bureaucracy and world - imperiale
ism, and the necessity of thc former to secure complete contiol over the
buffer states. The attack on the bour~ois remants is solely due to the
economic base on which the burcauczacy rests.

Already before this comnlete consolidation of their povier, the Stalinists
had been dominant in Chechoslovakia, a dominance which was determined by
the specific conditions in Bastern Burope at the closing stages of the

Sec ond imperialist war. We can say, provisionally, that thic was due to
threc main factorss:-

&) The collapse of the bourgeois stute with the defeat of the Nazi
armies which resulted in the quislinge bourgeoisie and their
officialdom flecing the country;

b) The emergence of Russia as the most powdrful force in Europe and
i¢s domination of Eastern Lurope;

e) The support given to Stalinism by the masscs under the illusion
that it was & genuine commmist party. .

THE SITUATION OF THI; CZECH CAPITALIST CLASS

The economic nolicy pursued by -+ German imperialism left the Cuzech

capitalist class demima ted and weakened. Already beforc the war, the )
Munich agreement had res ulted in l2ree sections of Czech industry passing

under German control. Most of the economic asscts in the arcas then

ocoupied were seized by the German big banks and industrial concerns. Later,
after the whole of Czechoslovakia was occupied, German imperialism con-
solidated its economic domination when the Dresdner and Doutsche Bank took

over the Czech banks, As thesc banks had great interests in industry by

means of stocks and debenturcs, by taking thew over, German capitalism

thereby gained control of large sectinng of industry. The expropriation '
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of Jewish ocapitalists further weakened the native Chech bourgeoisie.
The domination of German capital was expressed particularly through the
Hermann Goering Trust. G.Beuer, in "New Czechoslovakia', writes:

"The Goering concern mainly concentrated on gaining control of the
armaments irdustry and coal production... by selzing the Bohemian
Discount Bank it gained control of the Poldi Steel Works. Then it
seized the famous Skoda Works (Plzen) the largest among the Czech
armament works, and the big armaments works in Brno, all the shares

of which were state property. Thus the three largest Czechoslovak
armaments works came into the possession of the Goering concern. It
also seized iron and steel works which could be utilised for the proe
dustion of armaments such as the Vitkcvice Iron Works, the Prague Iron
Works, etc. Of the Czechoslovak coal supplies, it took posscssion of
most of the lignite coal industry in North Western Bohemia and the ooal
production in thce Ostrava Karvin district. In co-operation with the
Dresdner Bank it controlled about 75% of all lHorth West Bohemian
lignite coal production..."

Sections of the non-Jewish capitalists in light industrics collaborated
with German imperialism. The Rzdical and petty bourseoic pcliticisns, such
as Benes, whose basis had been created in the struggle against the decadent
Austro-Hungerian Empirce prior to 1914-18, and who had built up Czech capital-
ism with the aid of Freneh and Fnelish capitel, saw their future in the
Allied camp. Their attitude towzrd Stolinism was dictated by two factors.
Pirst, the support given by the masses to the Stulinists, who after 1941,
played the dominant role in the leadership of the resistance movement.
Second, the change in the military position of the Soviet Union after
Stalingred ond the increasing evidence that it would emerge after the war
as the dominant pover in Bastern Europe displacing the Vestirn bourgeoisic,
particularly that of Francc which, before the risc of Nezi Germony, hed the
hegcrony of this area.

The recognition of these factors was shown in 1943 when representatives of
the Czech emigres went to Moscow to furm a Brovisional Government together
with representatives of the resistonce movement. There, in Deccmber 1943,
President Benes concluded a Sovict-Czech treaty of "lasting friendship and
mutual assistance."  According to the "TRIBUNE" (5.3.48), he later"adwocated
a voluntary self-limitation of the dcmocratic parties. These democratic
parties, hc demended, should ncver go into opposition or govern without the
Communists."

Faced with the existing relationship of forces, the bourpeois representatives
had no option but to concede to the Stalinists in the Emigre National Front
Government. This Covernment was formed out of the "Notional Front of Czechs

"and Slovaks" which consisted of four Czech parties, the Stalinists, the

Social Democrats, the Czcch Nationol Socialists (Bines! Party), and the
Clerical Pcoplea) Party - and the two Slovak Darties — Stalindsts and
Democrats, '

THE ROLE OF THE STALINISTS IN THE "LIBERATION"

Stalinist policy in Czechoslovakia, as clsewhcrc, was dictated not by the
nceds of the masscs, but by the strategic and military interests of the
Russian bureaucracy. Until 1941, they played no role in the resistance
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movement. But with the entry of the Soviet Union into the war, they took
the leadership in the underground struggle. After Stalingrad their support
increased. Their programme was by no means revolutiocnary. On the contrary,
it was based on the most virulent forms of race hatred and chauvinism. As
in the other occupicd countries, they plaved the main stress on the defeat
of the Hitlerite invader in collabvoration with the bourgeocisie, But among
the workines class znd the rank and file of the Communist Party who were
forced into struggle azainst the occupation, there was a desire to direct
the str uggle against German imperialism alony class lines. In the later
stages, workers coumittecs took over control in practically every factory.
In numerous localities, improvised workers' soviets, national comumittees
and workers! militia took over the local government apparatus.

It was a natural consequence of the role of Stalinism that the Communist
Party used the capital it had gained in the resistance struggle to hamstring
the activity of the proletariat and attempt to destroy the class conscious-
ness and confidence of the masses. : .

Their aim was to wmaintain control in the hands of the Provisional Government
through the Nationul Committees, in which the bourgeoisie and the petiy
bourgeoisic participated, and to confine the resistance movemont within the
narrow bounds of military aid to the Soviet Union.

The outcome of the insurrection which took place in - Prague in May 1945
when the Gzrman army capitulated, was pre-dctermined by the presence of the
Red Army fighting 90 miles to thc East, while thc¢ American forces waited,
arms at rest, for the arrival of tho Russian army at the border of the
previouwsly fixed zone ~ hardly 25 miles from Prague.

The National Front Government moved in with the victorious Red Army. The
Stalinist policy, .- in co-operation with the other parties in the National
Front, was to re-create in Czechoslovakia a stutc administration and appar-
atus on the pattern of the pre-war bourseois democratic republic. The
"ECONOMIST" of . 9.2.46 described the situation thus:

"hen the country was liberated, the councils and committecs were
really more powerful than thc central Government, which had no armed
forces at its disposal and which cume in from abroad at the heels of
the victorious Russians. For months, therefore, mich of the
Government's time was taken up with brineing thc councils and committees
into @ more notmal relationship with the centrnl authority."

Naturally, by "normal relationship', thc "ECONOMIST" means the re¢lationship
which cxists betwoen the state and the masses in a bourgeois country, where,
as Lenin made plain in "STATE AND REVOLUTION", the state apparatus is
separate from the maossos and without their free participation and control.

In relation to the state apparatus, the rule of the Stalinists was gounter
revolutionary, In condit ions whore the German imperialists, having

smashcd the old fzech state, had in their turn collapsed; where the workers
had a2lrcady begun to set up organs which would commence the transition to
socia lism, a revolutionary leadcrship of the working class had the duty

to deepen and accclerate the process of independent class action, the sctting
up of workers councils and pcasants committocs. It would have linked them
up to creato a central state Form covering the whole of national life. On
the basls of nationalised industry and the land, it would have commenoed
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real socialist planning on the basis of workers control _and thb_pdrtlc_ggtion
of the masscs in every aspect of its aot1v1t1n<. dowever, the Stalinists
‘sought to curb the activity of the masses. The "TIMES" special correspondent
in the issuc of 25th July, wrote:

"In 1945, when Czechoslovakia was full of the liberating’Red Army forces,
the Czech communists could have seized complete povwer, and chosc .not to
do so."

‘

The wain reason for this was to prevent the cstablishment of a Soviet state
on the pattern of the Russian Revolution of 1917. The Stalinists mode a
coalition of "national unity" with the powerless reprosentatives of the
capita list parties in order to prevent the complete cunsummation of the
revolution. But they kept the key positions in their own hands. They
created an apparatus of repression under -thelr control, obedient to them
and in the image of the state machine controlled by the Stalinists in Russia,
The "armed bodies of men" and their appendases which, in the last analysis,
constitute the state, rcmained under the control of the Stalinists. Thus
thy replaced the shattered Czech capitalist state with a new apparatus of
repression, The oapitalist representatives in the Government were merely

a cover for the formation of a ncw Stgllnlat state apparatus which effective~
¢ 1y stifled the initiative of the masse

At the same time, the coalition with the shac~; of %hc bourgcoisie was
intended to placate western imperinlism in line with the alllances then
existing, and to facilitate western economic aid.

The state which the Stalinists built up with the aid of the Social Democrats
and the petty bourgeois parties, conteined within its framework the National
Committees, which scquired similar functions to municipal and rurnl councils
in Britain, based cn reprusentotives of permitted political parties which
formed part of the National Front. The seats were divided between the
parties by the National Front. ' '

In the factories, according to the "NEW TIMES" (28.1.48), "...the workers
took over for the .. - +timo being the monagement of the industrial plants,
turning out the traitors and collaborationists who had served the Nazis,"
Or as the "ECONOMIST' of 9.2.46 put it: "The Bmployces Committees tricd,
in the first fine carcless rapture of revolutionary enthusiasm, to dictate
haw the factories should be mancvede.." However, the decree est:bllshlng
the status of these Committecs confined them to questions affecting the
welfare of the workers, managerial functions being vested in governmental
nominess, .

A further checking of the initiztive of the workers was guarantced by the
method of election to the Works Councils and set up within the Trade Unions.
After the consolidation of ‘the National Front Government, when the elections
to the factory committees took place, a single list of candidr*cs was
presented by the united trade organisation of the onterprisc. These trade
organisations were dominated by the Stalinists or their fellow travellers in
the Social Democratic party, @& dominance gained in the first hectic pcriod
of tho liberation. As the Stalinist, Beuer puts it in his book "NEW
CHECHOSLOVAKTA" : "Works Councils werc cleccted for one year by direct and
secret ballot on the basis of lists of condidntes put forward by the united

&
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trade organisation of the enterprise. The elector has the right to delete
names." (Our emphasis). A

It is not unimportant to mention in this conncction that, in spite of this
method of procedurc, the lists of the Central Trade Union in the spring
cleotions of 1946, were not passed in the voting in about 50% of the enter-
prises, and ncw elections with candidates (again put forward by the fuctory
organisations of the trade unions) had to toke place. In these clections
also, that is, in the sccond scrutiny, in many important cnterprises the
1ists of the unified trado unions did not receive tho roquired two-thirds

ma jority, so that the Central Trade Union, according to the clectoral law,
had to appoint the factory committecs. This information from Czerhne? mlia
g ives the reason why the WECONOMIST" correspondent, dealins ..th the limit-
‘ation of the powers of the works committees, could decl~. on 9.2.46:

“The result has been a markcd reaction even among the workers themselves,
not in favour of the old capitalist system, but at any rate agninst what has
taken ite place."

THE ECONOMIC CHANGES UNDER THE NATIONAL
FRONT GOVERINETy

An October 24th, 1945, the National Front Covernment issued a Deceree
nationalising the kcy inductriec and banks, and bringing approximately

two thirds of industry under steote control.  They had alrcady, four months
before, issued a decree on the confiscation end allotment of rural property
owned by "Germans, Hungarion and Czcchoslovak traitors".  Tho nationalisa-
tion covered a) tho mines, natural resources, ond big iron and steol c¢nter-
prises including armements; b) ocortain large cnterpriscs in the food and
dr ink industrics; c¢) tho benks; d) insurance companics.

Privatc enterpriso continued to operate smaller undcrtokings in mony in-
dustries and dispossessed owners of large propertics were entitled to ask
leave to start afresh in competition with the state, the latter having a full
monopoly only in enterprises exploiting natural resources, praducirg .omamenis,
or regarded as key industries. Privete entorprise in other spheres was also
guaranteed protection and continuity, howcver progpperous it might afterwards
become. To quote Fierlinger, in an intcrview with Beuer at the end of 19453

", ,.Through the nitionalisation of key industrics, banks, cte, the way

to botter development and greater prosperity will be vaved for industries
romaining in private hands, as they depend on the controlled organisation
of heavy industries and credits with low intcerest, which will be
furnished by the notionalised banks."

The value of tho nationalised property, according to the decrees, would be
agscssed at "current maorket prices', and compensation paid either in
"Government bonds, cash or other values", from 2 spueial fund, but that
"nationally unreliable" pcople and ndisloyal" Czechoolovaks would not -
receive compensation.

Tho pro-Stalinist Social Democratic Prime Minister, Fierlinger, in the
interview accorded to Beuer at tho end of 1945, stoted:

"Of course, all this (tho nationalisations, ate) 1s not to say that
Czechoslovak cconomy is alrcady, or is dircctly on the way to becoming
a socialist coonomy. The new cconomy 18 nod the result of a proletarinr
revolution. It is the outcome of & national democratic anti-I.zciagt
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revolution."
, e ——
Under the concrete conditions itwhich-the-German ocoupegina-pad lelo,
gzech economy, cven the capitalist remante rocogrised that, for the prosent,
there was no possibility of a return to-private enterprisc in the key sec-
tors of the economy. President Benes, in an article in the Manchester
Guardian, December 15th, 1945, declared: )

nThe Germans simply took control of all main industrics, main banks.
If they did not nationalisc them directly they put them in the hands of
big German ConcernS... In this way they automnticaliy prepared the
cconomie and financial capital of our country for nationalisation. To
return the property and the banks to the hands of Czech individuals or
to oonsolidate them without considerable state assistencc and new
financial gua rantees, was simply impossible."

In the first stages after the "liberation", the state appointcd adminis-
trators in the factories where the German and collaborationist owners had
been removed. However, the workers were against any return to the old
system of private ownership. As Benes pointed out, a return to individual
ownership could have taken place to a limited extent on the basis of state
aid; but thet the masses would not have tolerated. Individual ownership,
alternetively, could have been secured on the basis of forecign capitalist
investment; but this, neither the masses nor the Russian burcaucracy would
have tolerated.

The policy of the Stalinists was not mativated by the oxtension of the power
of the workers and laying the basis of a socialist state. It was motivated
by onc thing: to creatc a "new type of democracy" oricntated economically
and strategically toward the Soviet Union. The unstabic coalition could
not last, however much its sponsors night attempt to solidify it with the
formila of the "common democratioc intcrests" of the masses and . "that
part of the bourgeoisie which had taken part in the national struggle."

According to Beger the small and medium industries, whosc owners had fled
during the liberation, were handed over into private Czech and Slovak hands.
The Government programme was deliberately calculated to attract the
small man, and in the 1946 elections, the Stalinists pledged themselves %o
maintain private enterprise in small industrial undcrtakings (employing 39%
of the industrial workers), as well as in farms and shops. On June 13th,
1947, the Stalinist-controlled Czech T.U.C. deelarcd the nationalisation
programme to be complete.

BOURGEOISIE REGAIN CONFIDENCE - The MARSHALL PLAN

This direct encouragement of the small bourgeois, plus thc bridle placed on
the Czech workers by the state, and the stabilisation of thc coconomy,
contributed to the increasing confidence and accelerated the rcegroupment of
the bourgeois foroes. When Amerlcan imperialism produccd the Marshall
Plan, the Czech bourgeoisic looked towards it as a furthor aid, knowing that
its operation would lead to a weakening of Russian hegemony.

As a result of the general nwestern" orientation of Czoch economy, the
invitation to the first Marshall Plan discussAon  received immediate



. ' .‘ 14' .
- R

favourable response from the ontire National Front Government, including -
the Stalinists. On July 7th, the Czcchoslovak Government neoepted the
invitation to tho Poris Conference. On the:same day, Gottwald and Mosaryk .
left for Mosocow to discuss.cconowic rolations with the Soviet Union. On
CJuly 10tH, the official Czech news ngency announced the withdrawal of the
Government from the Paris discussions. Hencefordh the Mrrshall Plan beoumo
for the Stclinists the sinister wonpon of American imperialism. Stalin
blew the whistle: the cbddiont setter came to heel. - kX

With the polarisntion of world forces, with the attriction of the Marshzll
Plon, the Stelinist buresucracy in Moscow was brought sharply up ng:inst the -
rea lisation that if Chomhoslivokic was to be firmly integented within the * -
- Russian orbit, then it could no longer cfford to permit the continued oxig-
tence of a bourgeois pressurc-point amenable to Amorican influcnce. .

Before the Februory cvents, it woa cvident that the right wing was growing
in strength. It was reported thot the membership of their pertics was in-
crcasing., The "MANCHESTER GUARDIAN" stated on 3rd Morch 1948, that during -
the past fcw months the sale of "enti-communist" 1itevature was mounting
noticeably and the "disappointment which muny Czochs felt for their non-
participntion in the Marshall Plan was voiccd more and more openly." TReenti:.
in elcctions to students freulty committews in December showed a den . _use in
C.?P. vote and an incre-se for other perties, including the Socizi Democrats.
A certain swing away from the Stnlinists among the workers was shown
when Erban, a pro-Stolinist, now Minister of Social “Welfare, was expelled

- from the Executive of the Socinl) Dcmocroatic Party after a Confurcnee at
Brno last November. : ‘

When the Stalinists demandcd further ~ciiom noainet the bourgmoisie for an
extension of nutionelisations, it is cloar they hed the support of tho
workers., Surc of their cemislete corntrol over the workers, cenfident that
with the dominunce of the Soviet Union ir  Eostern Zurope overshodowing the
whole soene, it would not comc to a decisive struggle in which the control
would pass out of their leadership, the Stalinists armed sections of the
workers and organised a demonstrative genernl strike for one hour. To
widen theéir base among thc peasantry, they proposed an extonsion of the land
reform which had becn carricd through in 1945 aftor tho peasants had
spontaneously scized the land.

In fzce of this, the rcmmants of the Czech bourgeoisic were ~omple®ely im-
potent. Though the plawement of their most loyal adheionts "in the police
force 2nd through their sponscrship of the Action Coumittees, the Stulinists
retained control throughout.

THE ROLE OF STALINISM

Today Czechoslovakia has been brought completely within thc Russian orbit.

" The fundamental mechanics of the process which took placo were entirely in
accord with Trotsky'!'s znalysis of the areas occuplcd by Russia in the
beginning of the war. In speaking of the likoly deveclopments in thesc areas,
he ‘saids

"It i more likely, however, in tho territorics scheduled to become &
part of the USSR, the Moscow Goverament will earry throueh the ox-
propriation of the large lond owners and statificntion of the means of
production. This variant is most probable, not becruso the bureau-
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oracy remains truc to the socialist programme dbut becauso it is neither’
desirous nor capable of sharing the power, and the privileges the lettor
ontails, with the old ruling classes in the oeccupled territories. Here
an analogy literally offers itself. The first Bonaparte haltcd the
revolution by mcans of a2 military Jictatorship. However, whon the
French troops invaded Poland, Napoleon signed a decree 'SERFDOM IS
ABDLISHED!.  This measure was dictatud not by Napoloon's cympathics
for tho pcasants, nor by democratio principles but rathor by thu faet
that tho Bonupartist dictatnrship bescd itself not on  faudal, dut on
bourgeois property rc%a%ions. In a8 much as Stalin's Bonupartist dic-
tatorship bases itscl 7on private, but on state property, tho invesion
of Poland by tho Red Army, should, in the nature of tho caso, rosult in
the abolition of private capitalist property, so as thus to bring the
regime of the occupied torritorios into acocord with tho rogimo of the
USSR. This measure, rovolutionary in charncter - !'the expropriation
of the expropriators! - is in this case achieved in a military buresu-
cratic fashion. The eppeal to indconmendent activity on tho part of the
masses in the now terrbtorios —- and without such an appeul, ovon if
worded with extromo caution it is impossible to constitute a new regimee-
will on thoe morrow undoubtiedly be suppressed by ruthless police measurus
in order to assure the proponderance of tho burcaucracy over the
awakoned revolutionary masses."

The imposition of the police machine . ' .. ' of the charaotor whisch
exists in the Soviet Union will not tuke place overnight in Czechoslovakia,
which has an advanced working cless with a tradition of organiscd struggle.
Police uweasurco against tho workers will, however, undoubtodly in-
crccse as the Stalinists bogin to lose support; 8s tho workers (having no
wieh to return o the old system, but indoed, wishing to defond nationalised
property ngainst internal reuction or VWestorn imporiulism, nro pushed into
tho rea lisation that tho frece development towards a sociulist system of
society is blocked by the Russian and Czuoh Stalinist bureuucracy.

While opposing any attompt of British or Amcricon imperialism to re-catablish-
capitalism, thu we say, a5 Tiotsky sald of the sooial changes in Polsnd
when the Rusgian army marched in 1939:

"Tho primary political crilterion for us is not the trensformation of
property relaticns in this or another urea, however important these may
be in themselves, but rather the change in the oonseiousnoss and organ-
isation of the world proletariict, tho raising of thouir capacity for
defendin;; former conqucsts and accomplishing new oncs.  From this one,
and the only decisive standpoint, tho politice of Moscdw, token as a
whole, complctely retains its rcaetionary char:ctor und remains the chief
obstacle on the road to world revolution... tho extcnsion of the torrit-
ory dominated by bureaucratic autocracy and parasitism, oloaked by
tgsocialist! mezsurcs can augmont the prestige of the Kromlin, ongender
illusions concerning the possibility of replacing the proletarian
revolution by buresucratic munocuvres and sc on."

Relative to a genuine struggle for world revolution, to the development of
world soecialism, to the struggle against the Third World Wer, Stalinist
policy taken as a whole, remains reactionary. It is carried through with
eomplete cynicism in regard to the workers.



-9

In the first stages of the war, Stalinism alded Germen imperialism, then
participated in the resistance movement but suppressed the revolutionaky
initiative of the masses by curtailing it within the bounds of a reactionary
nationalism. It bolstered up the bourgeois remnants, creating a "New Type v
of Democracy", And finally, when forced by gtrategic needs and the impossibil~
ity of maintaining indefinitely two fundamentally opposed economies =state
property and private property-- they climinated their bourgeois "allics"

but not .- i " on the basis of the free and
conscious participation of the proletarian masses bn the control of indus try
and the state machine, but by the introduc ion of regimes in the image of
thet in totalitarian Russia, .

There are people who will declare that it is only the end of the process that
is important and that the fact that the capiltalists and landlords were re-
moved eventually, is alone decisive. However, the methods of the Stalinists
"in themselves have created vast problems and the elimination of the power of
capitalist and landlord cannot be the basis for a genuine development toward
socialism under the leadership of the Stalinist agents of the Xremlin burecau-
cracy.

The Stalinists substituted for Marxist internationalism a reactionary
nationalism, The results of this policy were to engender national hatreds by
which no advance towards socialism can take place. The cxpulsion Qf three
million Germans fr om Sudetenlend® & million of whom, according to Benes were
workers, led to a 20% loss in industrial capacity and provided a fruifful
brecding ground for Vestern imperiaslism to stir up national hatreds in pre-
paration for war. With their fellow Stalinists in Hungary and Poland they
had disputes over thc transfer of minorities. Together, the Russian
bureaucracy and the Yugoslavian Stalinists beuoame the largest morgage holders
in Hungarian cconomy, draining 18% of its industrial output.

Those who have forgotten,or never learned, that Marxist internationalism is
not a pious phrase but a policy of dire nccessity in view of the world
division of labour and the impossibility of development to communism on the
2art of any single country without the aid of the world proletariat, may
belicve that by the expansion of the Russian orbit in Bastern Burope, the
problems of building socialism havc been solved. Were these changes in

pr operty formg linked with a policy of workers'! democracy and world revolum
tion, then we could truly say that some of the worst difficulties were be%ng
overcomc., If Stalinism was & revolutionary force, propagating an economic

J&n 1930 census, out of 100 persons guinfully employed in industry and trade
the following percentages were Germans

BOHEMIA ' MORAVIA AND SILESIA

Glass 60 : Textile 53%.3
Paper 58 . Paper . 36.7
Textile 55.9 Graphics  34.8
Mining 44.6 Bnginecring 18.7
China 42.3 Glass 15.1
Water  40.7 Shoes 13.7

Gas 3
Engincering 25.9
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plan for the construetion of a Socialist United Statcs of Burope on the
basis of the freest exechange of its resources - a plan whioh of’nccessity
would hi on Germany instead of reparations and ocoupation;—- if
capitalism/being substituted not by a burcuucratio and despotic totalitar-
jen policec regime, but on a regime based cn workers democracy and control - -
such a movement would not be Stalinism. It would dbe a revolutionary
intcrnationalist force of irrcsistable attraction to the workcrs of the
world which would completecly undermine Ruropoan and world capitulisu.

The seizure of Czechoslova kia and Eastern Eur ope does not solve tho
basic problem for the Sovict Union. The botrayal of tho revolution in the
West by Stalinism in 1945-47 and the subsequont reaction; +tho Marshall
Plan menosuvre of Americaen imperialism ig changing the rclationship of
forces on a world scalc to the disadvantage of the Sovict Union.

In Czechoslovakia itsclf, the workers will find that thoy will be divested
of all political rights. There will not bc the vestigo of workers! control
of the state or the economy. Beforo thore cun take plooce in Czechoslovakia
a flowering of proletarian demooraoy and rule oo tho transition stage
towards commmism, 8 politicel rovolution will be ruquired agninst ¥ he
diotatorship of the Stalinists. Héstory moves in & compliontud fashion.
Events in Czechosolovakie oen only bo undorstood on thu busiy of tho
defeneration of tho revolution in Russias on tho onu hond we seo the
viability of notionnlisod economy; on thu othor tho shookles which
Stzlinism placos on the proletariat in ite advanco towards the votablishmont
of Buropean and world oommunism.

‘
. . . . . ] . . . . .



THE  GUERILLA  MOVEMENT
IN - GREECE
25-1-48 CBY 4.D

EDITORIAL NOTE: We have just received the following article from
our Greek comrades which deals with 4he character, the social base
of, and the attitude of the revolutionary Marxists towards the
guerilla movement in Grecce. Our comrades write: "We think that
it is necessary and interesting for the British working class to
learn the Mgrxist point of view on this important international
question. Though the article was writton in haste, it represents
the official position of our Party, which publishes the illegal
"Workers Struggle." They wr ite further: "Here the situation is
getting more terrible cvery day. Many comrades are in prison, exile
and concentration camps. Up to now, none of our militants have
signed the infamous denunciation of Communism, and we are therefore
very proud."

The Editors 'of "W.I.N." entirely subscribe to the article, its
analysis and its conclusions. Onc passage, however, we do not accept.
Namely, the reference to the "imperialist" aims of the Yugoslavs and
Bulgarians, which reads as follows: "Another danger (to the guerilla
movement) is that, if it remains unaided by the working class of
.Greece’and by the world proletarict, it will degencratc and pass under-
the total deperndence on the Yugosiavs and Bulgarians who will use it
for their cwn imperialis? aims and the expansionist aims of the Soviet
bureaucracy which demands an outlet to the Acgean sea."  The Stalinist
bureaucracy will scck to use the gucrilla movement, as it did the Polish
and Eastern Buropean movement. But we belicve it would be wring both
in theory and in fact, to speak of the "imperialist" aims of the Yugo-
slavs and Bulgarians. Imperialism, in the modern Morxist scientific
sense of the term, especially since Ienin, mcans essentially the ex-
port of finance capital in the field of economy, and an aggressive
annexationist policy in the ficld of territorial expcnsion to bock up,
-supplement, and consolidote the economic control by political subju-
gation. Vhile the Yuzoslavs and Bulgarions may aid the Greck guerillas
with the same expansionist aims as the Russian Stalinists, this is

not an imperialist policy s understeood in the Morxist movement .,

1

The guerille movements manifested themselves on a largc ceale during the
period of the second imperialist war, particulariy in the backward pcasant
countries of South Eastern Europc.

The classic form of thc class struggle of the proletariat for its cconomic
and political emancipation is through strikes, demonstrations, eto, the peak
of which is the genceral strike and the armed insurrcction which brings the
overthrow of capitalism and the establishment of the proleterian regime.

A1l these struggles of the workers take place in the towns: in ?he
factories and the streets. They do not take place in the_mounta?ns. Thbs
leads to the conclusion that the gucrilln struggle which is carried out
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mainly by groups of peasants, in which workérs, int&1lcetuals =2nd other
petty bourgeois elements partioipetoe, does not constitute 2 pure form of
class proletarian struggle.

Whot is then the guerilla movement?  What are its aims, its mentality, its
perspective? And finzlly, what is the position of the working class in
regard to it? Lo

In order to reply te these questions, and finelly to define the position of
“the revolutionary Mnrxists in regard to tho guerilla struggle, it is neoessary
for us to descr ibe briefly the guerilla movement in Grecce which has become
an internatibnal question and whish threatens to beoomo the pretext for more

serious dissengion among the groat powers.

2

After the hercic crmed struggle of the populor masses during December, 1944,
and the shomeless Varkiza Agreement by which Stolinism handed over the best
fightcers of the working cless and the peasonts to the talons of the reaction,
there followed nn or~y of bterrorisw, imprisonments and rape. Armed hooligans
of thc reaction mossacred without rendering account to anyone.

The resistonce of the masses in the towns and the villeges was unbending.
“In 1945, magnificent ctrikes, demonstrations ond militnt assemblics took
place, which were scen in Athens fcr the first time. The same in the other
towns of Grecce.

Hundreds of thousands of worksrs, salaried employecs, peasants, intellectuals,
declarod their faith and thoir will to struggle in order to put an end to the
sovereignty of reaotion which was supported by the British impericlists. The
'slogans and policy of the Trotskyists began to find morc and more rcsponse
among the masses. - But cven in this case, the Stalinists stabbed the werkers
in thc back with the slogen of "moking friends."  Although this slogon

found no roesponse, the Stnlinists continued propagating it for months and
months.

Thc proposal of the Trotskyists to form self defenece groups, which at that
time in conjunction with the workers! struggles would cortainly have broken
+he reacticn, was rejocted by the Stolinists as an "anti-national
provocatzia". The workera! strugsles continued insistently ond with de~
ter mination, but under n compromising and irrcsolute leadership. At the same
time, however, idcological misapprchension appeared among the masses, and
firstly c¢meng the fighters who adhered to Strlinism. As o result of this
situstion, the Stalinists storted a polemic against the Trotskyists and at
the same timc ~iaxeed to take part in open discussions which took place
towards the cnd of 1945 and the beginning of 1946.

The reaction, toking ndvantoge of the confused situetion of the masses

as o rosult of the traitorous policy of their leadership, organised them-
selves continuously und dealt blows when the opportunity arose ageinst the
working claoss.

This situotion l.stcd 211 through 1946. The masses, in spite of their
hor oism cnd sclf sacrifice, sturted to becomo disappointed because they
oould not see a woy out. They started to lose confidence not only in



- fyom all fr onts on the trade union and political 1iverties of the workems -
. followed, and has today reached its olimax in the cstablishment of a police

- where they would fight for domoerstic freoedoms.
From this brief hist ory of the lzbour movemcnt in Greece, every worker

%o teke to the mountains. . This is why we Merxists stute that the gusrilla
movement is o form of struggle which follows the dofents of the workers in

TN
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in thoir leadership, but also in themselves. An nttack by the reaction B

stote in which the spy ond thc thug reigus.

The distance from this point to the creation of the gucrilla movement was
not long.  In large numbers, the condemed peasants snd workers took the |
path which they kmew since the -occupntion ond reached the mountains from )

wunderstends thet if the working class had comc vietorious out of the previcus - :
struggles ~nd safeguardod its democretic libersice which’ werc being -
Yrampled upon, there would be no reason for the hunted workcrs and peasants

the towns,

. 3

The post-war guerilla movement menifested itself as a gpontaneous popular
movement of all the hunted fighters, who, flecing the terrorism of the state
and para-state orgenisations, took to the mountains. It must bo taken into
consideration that the Stalinists were &t first hos*ile to this movement, .
s4ill advocating the slogan of "making fricnds.” 4 4%, incidentally, not
ve forgotten that the first "captain" of the E.L.A.S., égjs'Velouhiotis, who
refused to submit to the treacherous Verlriza Agrocment and desired to con-
tinue the armed struggle in the mountains, was chaced by the Government
troops and "mysteriously" kilicd. The Stalinist firnger is not misging from
this affair either. Many old fihters of the greriila movement whisper
something about betrayal. :

Baoh defout of the work.rs in the towns increcsed the numbers of guerillas
in the mountains., The first suall battled between gucrillas ond Government

- troops started to develop into proper battles. At first isolated privates

and loter -whole groups and army wnits started joining the guerillas. -~ At the
same time the "purge" of the army 7 ‘the "anti-nation" clements was inten-
sificd. In thc beginning, the "undesirable clements" were given touporary
releases or leave of absence for an indefinitc period, but later the camps

in Crete were created together with the modern Dachnue .ot Mokroniso and
Yura. In spite of all this, the wnwillingmess of the ormy %o fight the
suerilles continues to be preat. :

With the growth of the dimensions of the gucrilla movemont, Stalinism -1
started to embrace it, o t first hesitatingly, end later with groater
willingness. Stolinism, in this struggle, ©s always, had not forgotten its
treacherous mission. The "honest demoecrctic wderstonding' , the creation
of a "national democrutic government! (of the Papondren type), and the rusty
slogens of "mational independence’ and equal politicel fricndship with all
the great allies -- thesc werc, nnd ore, the whole content of Stalinist

- policy. The Stnliniste do not fight for the workers! interests. In the

same woy they do not fight for the guorillas and their intcrests. In their
capaeity ns cgents of the 94.:1linist Soviet burcaucrncy, they are stryggling
to scrve the interests of their mastors. By an agrcement with the local .
bourgeois cluss they are trying to pneutralisc it, to persuade 1t not to be
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so pro-Amcrican and so anti-Soviet, and not give the "fatherland's scil"

to the late great allies, to be used as bases for the war against the Soviet
Union whieh is now being prepared.

Instead of issuing the slogan of an all-peoples rosistance against the
attocks of the recaction and its imperialist patrons; instead o oombining
the armed struggle of the gucrillas with the struggles of the working class
in the towns; the Stalinists betrayed the strikes and the struggles of the
working claess on the one hand, vhhle on the other thuy were trying to achieve

an "honest agrecment" which would grant thom a portfolio in a bourgceois
cabinet.

4

We have defined above briefly the various forms of proletarinn class ‘struggle
and whcre they take place. The puerilla movement has no similarity with

any of these forms of struggle. hat is it, therefore, that determines
the slass character of the juerilla movement in the pormanent class struggle?

Many people desire to present this guerilla movem:nt as a continuation of
the guerilla movemcnt of the time of the occupation. If we accept this as
correct, which it is not, even those who support this view must admit that
there is 8 vory great difference betwcen these wio guerilla movements., The
guerilla movement at the time of the occupation was created and developed in
the period of the imperialist war, aligned itself with one impcrialist camp
and fought ageinst the other imperialist caamp. It aim was clearly "national
liberation."  With the delirious chouviniem of its leadership who cultivated
mainly the hatrcd against the Gormon soldiers, it provented the international
fraternisation of the troops of the two fighting camps or blocs. Its de-
pendence on the lMiddle Bast Comnond Feadguarters transformed it objectively
into an instrument of the imperialist war and its continuation.

The great difference, thercfore, between the two movements, lies in the fact
thet the first was firhting ageinst a foreign invader, while the second
carrics out a direct civil war agninst a bourgeois Government cnd its state
machine. And this is & great, an cseentiol difference.

Howcver, , meny of the characteristics of the first guerilla movement exist

in the second: its dependence on Stalinism, 1ts petty bourrseois intellectual
leadership, its dependence, through Stalinism, on the Russian bureaucracy,
otec. But the fact that it carries out a war ngninst its class cnemy gives

it the potentiality, at a certoin definite stage, of passing over the heads

of its treachcrous leadership, ond becoming an invaluable a2lly of the
proletariat in the towns, to whose struggle it does not ocasc even now,

to be of assistonce.

[~y
7

The puerilla movement is composcd in its majority, of pcasants, petty
bourgeois, with a percentage of "workers." In the first spontancous period
of the movement, there existed within it a oonsiderable democracy, and the
jeaders uscd to ®c clected from below on the basis of their ability. With
the paosgsing of the movement under the totaliturian influcnoo of ~° the
Stolinist michine -, it was whde bureaucratic. The leaders are appointed
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.on the bosis of their scervility to the Stalinist burceucrats and agoinst

the will of the base of the struggling guerillas.  With the crection. of
apnointed General Stnffs, procedural castes, chiefs and sub-chiefs, and the
announcement of the appointed Government of the Stalinists, the Stalinist:
nogse has been placed round the ncok of the whole movement.

Tn spitc of this, as we said above, the "lower" leaders who are in direct
touch with the fight side by side with the gucrillos, come from the petty-
bourgeois intellectual class (cchool toachers, junior cx-officers of the
bourgeois army) and in mary cascs are peasants or'workers." - Owing to thc
present peculiarity of the movement, the terrible ccntraliged discipline
which existed during the occupction, doos not exict. This docs not mean that
the Stalinists have cecasced to direct and guide the struggle of the guerilleas,
or that the Stnlinists hove turned "democratic." This looscness of co-
hesion which results from the lmek of scvere discipline, allows initiative

to the lower leonlders who are in dircet contact with the messcs. In 2 turn
of events, they moy wrest thumsclves free from the $talinist influence under
pressuyce from the mosses. . This citustion ercates first class opportunities
for revolutiona ry Marxists to influcmcc and guide the gucrilla movement
towards « correct road of struggle for class liberztion under the leadership
of the working class. .

The present guerilla movement is ::lso free from the Stolinist "“brass
hats" of the bourgeois army who w.re 2t the head of E.L.A.5. But the chief
. characteristic of this movement, on the subjective side, nre the changes in
thc mentality of the fighters -nd their freedom from the old deception and
illusions -~ moinly the netion glistic cnes. With o correct approach, and
with the goining of oxpericncc, the intcrnationalist revolutionary idens

can find & greater responmse than they found during the war period. ‘

As ~ conolusion from the sbove ~nalysis, comes the deduction that the
guerilla movement, owing to its composition, its petty bourgeois radical
leadership, its aims, its aspirctions, its slogans and its findl objects
ives, and chiofly owing to the form of strugrle it carrics out (on the
mountains), 4is a popular recvolutionary movencnt.

©

The uerilla movement runs the scrious risk of being struck down, dissolving
-né degenerating. The first danger for it would be if it fcll under the
blows of thc CGovernment =nd its impurinlist sponsors. This danger, no

motter how serious it is, or 2ppenrs 10 be, can be removed with the struggle
of the world proleteriat ng:inst world imperialism, and partictlarly Anglo-
American imperirlism, which dircctly helps the struggle of the Greek guerillas.

Another danger is that, if it remsins uncided by the working class of Groece
and by the world proletariat, it will degencrate and pass under the total
depenicnee of the Yugoslavs and Bulgarions who will uwse if for their own
impcrialist aims and the expansionist aims of the Soviet burcuucrucy which
domnnde an outlet to the Aogean sca. This danger has made its appearance
with the"totalitarion" control vhich the Stalinists have imposed on the
movement. But the mojority of the gucrillos do not fight as a conscious
instrument of the Stolinist burecucrooy and its lnckeys.They fight for
democrntie political, trade union nnd ceonomic freedoms. This foct alone,
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gives to the movement a dynamic which under certain conditions, cen give
an unusuwal push t6 the revolutionary movement of our country, reaching up to
the very overthrow of capitalism. But this needs the conscious class inter-
vention of the proletsriat of the towns which, at the head of the popular
nesses and. naturally of the guerillas, would guide the struggle up to its
final logical conclusion: the overthrow of capitalism.

Insofar as the gsuerilla movement fights against local reaction, gislocates
the state machine and fights for freedom, the revolutionary proletariat of
our country, as well as that of all other countries, supports it with all its
power. At the same time, however, the revolutionary vanguard of the workers
emphasises and warns the movement of the dangers which threaten it, chiefly
those of the treacherous adventurist policy of the Stalinist leadership.

However, in all cases, the guorilla movement is ¢ °ucd  if it remains
without help from the working class of the towns and the world proletariat.
The only cffective assistance which can be given to the new guorilla movement
is the mobilisation of the workers in-the iowns, whieh, on the basis of the
nost immcdiate economic demands, will enter the struggle combining the
economic with politicel demands, a general armmesty, freedom of the press,
speech and asscubly. The guerilla movement with its crmed struggle, will
give invaluable 2id o thids stru;gle of tho workers. Omce the struggle of
the workers succceds in obtiining the moct clementary democratic :

trade uwnion frcedom, autouotically there couses to exist any resson for
the existence ¢f the cueri 1la movement in the mountnins -- the armed workers,
peasants, intclligentsia will then form pcoplct civil guards which will
gafeguard the conquests. But this is cuother yuestion which we are not
examining here.

The duties of the revolutionury proletarizt and ite party towards the guerilla
movericnt are, th.orefore, guite elear:  support of the armed struggle of the
peasants and the gucrillas znd at thoe same time, the call for the mobilisation
of the workers in the towns nu the only way out for the revolutionury movement
in our country.

7

The Strlinists, in cxploiting the novement in the intere§ts of-thg counter-
revolutionary Soviet burenucracy, und ac a gcarec;ow against American im—I
perialist intervention, have snnounced the iormat}on of a "Government of Free
Greece." The revolubtionary Marxists who base thel; struggle on the ?uvolu_
tionary class comsciousncss of the mosses, cannot in any case recognise a
Government composud of peoplc uppoint?d, and yhich 1ncludes'in its ranks none
but Stalinicts of the kind of lMpartziotus (Phanis) and  Co.

®

3 & ional Government democratically elected by the armed
gzazgﬁggfthrﬁiigi:;d the population of the areas occup@od by the Gu?rillas.
Our attitude in regard to the Morkos Government is theu?“me as that in regnrd
to any other appoihted anti-democratic, c?unthrmruv?luul?nﬂﬁy government. {n
support of the struggle of the armcd guor1}1as? ?os. Wlf? 211 Ourbpoggrs
Against thc treacherous Staliniut leadevship?  Yes! ?he ﬁd%hihowzhly t elass
Tevolutionary Merxists 18 all too clour. It is th way of the ruthless ¢
struggle, which is the only way which lends to vietory.
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SLAVE CAMPS IN  RUSSIA
BY V. CHAK.LES

The outside world has long been aware of the existence of . numerous
concentration camps within the borders of the U.S.S5.R. Not even the highly
skilled prcpaganda macliine which Stalin has at his disposal has been able to
conceal this fact. But it has been extremely difficult to discover thé
scope of these camps. Iow many are there? How many human beings live out
their lives behind barbed wire fences? Who are they, and what sort of lives
do they lead? Very little official information is a%ailable.

Workers delegations and dignitaries of the political, sclentific or literxary
world who visited the Soviet Union, never came near these places. They saw
the show places, such as Bolshevo, an establishment for "criminals" which
is described as a "self governing community" containing university, hospital
facilities, stores, apartment houses with speoial quarters for married in-
mates, bugy industrial factories, recrestionzl provisions, etc, and where
the workers are reported to receive the same wages and work under the same
conditions as the workers outside.

Forced labour - . settloments? Concentration camps? Why .are the Stalinists
so reticent in explaining their existcnce and their scope? Even millions of
Russian citizens can only guess their extent and nature. As for the inmates
themsclves -- few returmed to tho civilised world to tell the tale of

horror they lived through.

But now and them individuals did manage to .evade the vigilance of the ever-
watohful NKVD (formerly GPU) and esoepe over the frontiers. Apart from the
individunl testimenics, on July 30th, 1941, thousands of Poles were amnestied
under the torms of the Stalin-Sikorski Agrcement. They had spent a year *
behind barbed wire in the Soviet Union. Not all of them were enemics of the
Soviet Union before they became prisoncrs in that country. ilany were
communists or communist symp:thisers.

Recently Hollis and Cartcer published a hook "FORCED IAROUR IN SOVIET
RUSSIA" by David J. Dallin and Boris I. Nicolaevsky, Even if one allows
for the undoubted anti-Soviet prejudices of the authors (in the preface they
seek to establish that Stalinism is the "natural product" of Bolshevism),
no-onc can discount the weight of carefully siftcd evidence here amassed.
(They provide photostatic reproductions of official documents from no fower

than 32 "Correcctive Lebour Compdt)

Y STALI.NISTS REPLY IN "RUSSIA TODAY"
\ ' .
In an zrticle in "RUSSIA TODAY" entitled "S;ave Lab9ur RBogoy" by Henry Pratt
Fairchild, (February 1948) en sttempt is made %o whitewash the eamps and
subtly to cast doubt upon the reports which have pe;cmleted throggh t9 the
Wegt. Despite his efforts to sidetreck the whole issue by dealing w1th;the
special show prisons such as Bolshevo, penti9n0d abovg, ho notes in"passlng
that "There are no political criminals in this type of community..." For
the politiocal opponents of 9talinism - wany of them men and women Who_bfilt
the Bolskevik Pzrty and fought against the counter-revolution —- thgreNur:h
only the more drendcd sottlemonts of the frozen Tundra or the Arctic North.
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Pirst Fairchild argues the strength and support for the Stalin regime,
then he is forced to admit to the terrible repressions 3o years after the
revolution, repressions which werc undreamed of even during the civil war,
even allowing for exaggerations in the bock. This is what he writes:

"It is true that political criminals in the Soviet Union are regarded
as much more dangerous and culpsble wrong-doers than ordinary law-
breakers, even murdcrers, and also that thore is a nuch higher pro-
portion of political cr iminals in the Soviet Union than in the United
States, both in compurison with the total population and with eriminnls
in general, Tho reasons for this are obvious.

"CURB DISLOYAL ELEMENTS

"The Soviet Union is still strugeling with the aftermnth of a difficult
and costly revolution, to suy nothing of a scrics of milltary attacks
byoutside powers, cnd it foels that 1ts nationil dufonce calls for, and
justifies, more stringent mc@sures toward disloycl clements than would -
b the case in a morc férmly csteblished State.  This should not be
difficult for Americans to understand at the present moment. A witness
before the un-Amcrican Committee of Congress rcueently testified that
thore are 5,000,000 Cormunists ond members of "front" organisations in
the oountry. If this is true, and if the Unit.d Status ever comes to
feel such inscourity with respect to its democracy that it secms
necessary to imprison sll persons presumed to be of doubtful loyalty -
end we are moving rapidly right now towards this fantastic situation -
we shall then have a body of political prisoners not wholly out of
proportion to thosc in the Soviet Union."

The fact thot the Stclinist regime trents political prisoncrs vorse thon
oriminale or murderers i © in itsclf an indication of thc strenghh of the
opposition. This opposition is not couposed of elements of the capitelist
or lanloming cless, &8s in thc deys of the civil wer. They have mostly
been absorbed by the burecucracy. It is in the nain,ordinury work?rs and
pecsants, ond revolutionary critics of the regime, vho opposc the inequel-
itise existing in the Sovict Union .nd the abuscs of the bureaucraocy.

But the most signific Mt ~speet of the article - written by a Stalinist in
sn orficicl orgon, is the cdmission to at least 7_to 8 million slnYe
lebourers in Russia. An Feirhced's analysis, 5 million in proportion to

the populstion of thc Unitcd States (say 150,000,000) is one in thirty of
the populations applying the some proportion to the Soviet Unlon.whlch

his a popul~tion of soy, 200,000,000, means that.thcre are T milllon1 o
6laves or "political prisoners', 28 hc.ouphcmistlca}ly.cﬂals th?m. (halrﬁeag
asSgumcs thot if Amcrica imprisoncad 5 nillion co'r;munlsts3 e sh‘l% tyen ave
& body of political prisoners not wholly out o proportion to thosc in the

Soviet Union.")

M10 RS THE PRISONERG?

; ° " omploycd in Stnlinist Russia, covers a
the  tern "poiéticgiogffcngiZSSOESﬂB golitical offcpders’n?o gll who are
very wide fie 52d to'Stclini Protskyista, Bili pppocwﬁmogls?s, Meyshoviks,
fgai;éig%iziigpgho opposcad S4alin on onc aspect 2r“§?gt?§fﬁfzf?22 ?2110y,
Stglini:s:cs who have follen into disfvour. Put ©1so class
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"pol‘?ticalo‘:t‘fendérs" are peasants who resipted enforced uollecﬂ'visatim;,
"nttional doviationists" from the varidus natiomal minorities gKazaka,

Uzbeks, Kirghig, Mordovians, Caucasians, Ukrainiens, and so on)j foreign
Communists (Germans, Austrians, Hungarians, ete) who sought asylum from

political perseoﬁtion in the Soviet Union; Russien communists - good S?élim-"'

ists for the most part, who have fallen out of favour for onc roeson or’
another, (One escapee, & former Lioutenant-Colonel in the Red Army, tells
of a member of the Commmnist Party whom he met in one of the camps, whose
only "crime" was his friendship with & Communist leader who was convictoed
during the "great purge.") . ' '

To these have been added, in the past few years, literally tens of thousands
from the Soviet borderland. When the Baltic Syates, Eastern Poland, Bess-
arabia were incorporated into the USSR, whose masses of people were arrested
and transported to concentration camps in various parts of the Soviet Union.
Koreans and Chineseo, German and Italian prisoners of war, Russians returned
from Hitler!s prison camps -~ all heve gone to swell thc ranks of Stalin's
slave labour camps. :

In addition to .the Corrective Labour Cocmps, the proctice of banishment and
exile has also becn revived on the model of the old Czarist regime.. . In the
early twenties, there was some form of banishment ~nd exile introduced to
deal with the enemies of the revolution, but in thosc days persons banished
were free to choose their place of residence and occupation anywhore else
in the country. Exiles were pormitted a certain degroc of ronl individual
freedom within 2 preser ibed locality.

Since the 1930's a new form of cxile has comc into being. Whole masscs of
people, who were considecred either "inimical or dangerous" wherc they
originally lived, wero transported clsewhere and foreibly settled. Ironically
they were referred to as "scitlers® or "voluntary immigrants", and they were
uscd to populate the vast empty spacos of Siberia and the Soviot Far East.

Thus, during the "liquidition of the Kuleks' campaign, families.of the
"1iquidated" kulaks were trinsportcd wholesale to these new rogions. "Members
of  t'suspicious' nationalitics or inhnbitonts of bordo? regions were -
moved great distances." #hercver a new "socialist OffS?SIV?" was opencd,
streams of ncw "settlcrs" arvived, ruided to thoir destinations by the GPU.
This process was considerably speeded up on the outbreak of th: war. When
the Autonomous Volga-Germon S.S.R. was dissolved by decerce op dugust f&?h,
1941, a considerable part of its population of 605,000 was "rescttled" in
the Altai arca of Western Siberia ond elscwhore, ond after the abolition of
the Chechcn~Ingus ASSR and the Crimeun A%Sn.by the duereo of June ZSEh%h
1946 men. pcople from this part of the Soviet Union ghared the fate o c

Volga~Germ:ns.

In this way, Stalin zccomplished the "mizcole" of industrialising and
, 1. Sov Kl -

populating the Trans-Urals.

AN EYE -WETNESS ACCOUNT
WFORCED L.BOUR IN SOUIET RUSSIA" ~of the wife of a

i 30de : sted
> . 41 1-Jriown Communist luMdor,.who_wns arres
Sorman Commn’sty hursglf(ﬁogbiisbnnd wes arrcstnd and Ais~pprared a geai
” ??gcgw inéiunﬁfdlgzlongﬁd to en anti-Stalin fac*rion of the Gormon Party
eéarlier), ©She had be

An example is given in
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in 1931.32. That was cnough to

ecrn her five years "eorrective labour"
six years loter.

She gives o grophic description of the - Journcy to the desolate Kazakhstan
steppe, "crowded together like cattle", cnd of the "settlememt" with its

"olay huts Wit?R\ thousands of lice, bugs and flcas." ™is Ifwd® ghe writes,
"on the level of/R&zakh nom2d but without his mutton, stcak and koumiss; we
spent the short hours of the night lying on wooden bonrds or on the ground,
without straw sacks, without blunkcts, only to linc up for work at sunrisc.”

«fter spending two ycars there, the writer of the above, together with 39
other Germoans were token to Brest-Litovsk by the G.P.U. in 1940, whore they
were honded over to t he Gestnpo. She spent the next five yeors in the
N2zi concentragion comp of Ravensbreuck, from which she was only releascd by
the German collapsc.,

SCONOMICS OF SLaVE LiBOUR

Slzove lobour is notoriously ansteful. ith no intercst in his work, the
sleve only poerforms as much work s he is compclled to do by the overscers!
whip., In return, he is provided with the subsistince minimum of food, below
which ncither life nor work is possible. ’

s
In Stolin's cemps an cffort hos beon mede to overcome thesc difficultics,
by the introduction of a schum: of differcntinl awards. TFood rations and
"privileges" arc distributed according to the productivity of cach labourer.
At the end of eoch working day a "work cerificatc" is made out for each
prisoner., These cventually go to the food-supply department and scrve 28 the
bosis for determining whot rotions cach will reccive thoe next day,

"The minimum norms are continually being raised, coumpelling the prisoner
to strain more ond more to attain his 100 per cent norms  The desire for
more food drives some mén to complete cxhousticn, since the nourishment
from the lorger rotion docs not supply the cxtre cnergy they cxpend to
get 1t.

"The food glven the prisoncrs iz far from wniform. There have been times
when the rations were so oppnlling that hundreds dmed of starvation. In
1938~39 a change for the bettcr occurred in most of the cemps. In 1940
the situotion became worse agnin and after the outbrerk of the Sovict
Germon war in 1941 famine beeome the normel condition in many comps. The
prisoners would dig out rotting cobbage from rubbish heaps and roast .rots.
Thie naturally resulted in incroased mortality." (Forced Lebour in the SU)

In 0t Prestupleniya kitrydu (From Crime to Lobour) by I.L.Averbakh, published
in Mosoow in 1936, we get the following detnils of how the differentiantion
in rations works: ‘

"How mueh differmntiction there cxists in nutrition con be judged from
the contents of Camp Order No.9 of tho Administration of Dmitreveki .
Camp, concerning the norus of bread rations for goner;l igsue and special
purchasc. 4 camp inmote fulfilling his production norgs up to 79% under
the inercascd rotions (for purticularly herd work) is issued 600 grams
(21 oms) of bresd doily;  if he fulfills from 80 to 9%, Zoo groms doilys
from 100 to 1094 ° 800 grams (28 ozs) ~nd from 110 to 124%, 800 grams
plus the right of obtaining 200 groms from the stalls; those producing



2]

125% ond gbove are entitled %o obtain 1,000 groms snd 200 gra
the stalls." UV &F grams from

Despite the "incentives", the shortcomings, which rre almost o law of slove
cconomy, have not been eliminnted. In ~ broodcast from Mose w on May 24th,
1934, the late Pcople's Commissar Krylenko, complained of a "careless
attitude towerd public property, hitches and shorteomings of verious kinds,
raw matericls ond tools lic around uncared for ond orc improperly utilised,
and we hove sntgs instoad of a capable orgnnisation of work.,! He alsc stated
that the crops grown in corrcetive lobour colonies were 40% lower thon the
average for the Soviet Union.

-

Forced lebour is chicfly used in those brunches of Sovict cconomy where
simple marmucl lobour, involwing no expenditure of modern machinery, con be )
profitably employcd, such as forestry, canal and ro:d construction, railways,
and so on. It is prececisely becouse of the lnck of accumulated capitnl, which
is itself the result of Russia's economic biclkwrrdness, that the Stolinist
bureauecracy hos resorted to this primitive and crucl use of human lzbour.

IN THE DAYS CF LalTIN .ND TROTSKY

Quoting ingels, Lenin said in "STATE .ND KEVOLUTICN":

"\As soon as there is no longcr ony class of society to be held in
subjection; as socn 28, nlong with class dominction and the struggle
for individual oxistence b:sed on the former annrehy of production,

the eollisions ond excesscs arising from these hove nlso been abolished,
there is nothing more to be reprussed...”

There would be no necd for prisons in the new socicty brought into being, The
"eriminnls" would not be punished, but would be educited to become useful
members of socicty.

The Criminel Code introduced in the first ycars of the Soviet Republic e
bodied these sociclist views. "Educttion of prisoncrs wis to be fostered.
Porole wes introduced on 2 large sosle."  Russicn trectment of or ime gnined
worldwwide rccognition as onc of the most progressive feoturcs resulting from
the Russion revolution. The old-style prison labpur was obolished, payment
for any work within the places of confincment being on the same scale as that
prevailing outside -~ that is, troade union rates. The whole cim of the sgstem
was to correct and not to punish. People confined in places of detention
were humen beings ~nd were tr eated as such. They were cvenm nllowed a certain
degree of self government, Newspapers, libraries and cultural entertoinment
wos mandatory and frequdnt leetures werc provided. Publications, managed by
$he prisoncrs for the prisoncre, were to be encouraged.

Such was the penal code in the early days of tho Soviet Union. But instead of
o diminution of repressive meosures, under the Stnlin rogime, ?he lot of
prisoners is to be compared cnly with thoi .hich existod in Nozi Germany.
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PRODUCTIVYE "FORCIS DEVELOPLD - SLAVE IABOUR AN AVXILIARY TQ THE ECONOMY

The slavery to which humen beings cre subjected - amung them the flower of
the revolutionary Marxist movemcnt of Ruusia and Burope - is an indictment
not of Bolshcvism, but of Stalinism. The political superstructurc of the
Soviet Union has been turncd by Stalin into a mechine so totalitarian and
oppressive that all and any opposition is regarded as the worst form of |

orime. These camps testify to the correctness of Trotsky's analycis that

the Stalinist state machine, far from whithering away, has becouwe morc and
more cppressive,

However, despite this, it must be said thot slave labour in Rugssia is
anetuxiliary clem ent in the cconony. The great cconomic sucecsses of .the
kconony are bascd, not on slave labour, dbut on tho dovelopment uf industry
on the busis of the proletarict, Despite this terrible wspeet of tho
regime, there hos token plece a tremendous increusse in the produetive forces,
ubove all an increase in the number of industrial workers. In this, tho
contradictions within Russian socicty are heightened, and premre the way
for the downfall of the burcaucracy.

Marxists have always cstimated the development of ony given socicty from the
standpoint of the development of the productive ».forces. The cconomic
founcation of the regilme in Russlia still rests on notioncliscd proverty. And
it is this which detormincs our attitude towards Russia. ilhile supporting
the veonomic foundations, on the brsis of which the suceesses have boen
achieved, the Fourth Int.rnationzl struggles agoinst the supcrstructure of
political tyranny which has boen erceted upon it.

To the uncontrolled domin.tion of the burcoucracy can be ascribed the intro-
duction of slave lebour, vhich is but the other side of the squandering of
the resources of Russia both humen «nd mnterial, even in the "free" scctors
of industry.

In the long run, the successes of the cconumy will undermine the basis of
the burecucrrcy. Even the slave labour, by its use for industrialisction and
the opcning up of new strotches for industrialisation in the wvast spaces of
Russia, including Siberie -nd the Aretic Circle, preparcs the way for the
revenge of the masscs. The industrialisation brings into being a gigantic
proletariat. The developing ceonomy will come into greater conflict with
the uncontrollcd bureaucricy. Expressing the needs of the economy, the
Russian workere will destroy the porasitic apperotus which expresses itsolf
in abominations which chollenge the worst cxecsses of decaying capltalism.

The Sovict Union vill return to the hurd. * heritoge of the Octeber revolution,
but on & higher ceonomic foundation. Slave camps, togethor with the scrvitude
of the proletariat will become o nightmore memory of the past as the Russian
workers, together with the workers of Nurope and the world commcnce a real
tronsition to communism,

The erimes of Stnlinism will be neither forgiven nor forgotten. This slave
labour is an cconomic oberration of the vale of officinldom, drunk with power
and without responsibility to the mrsscs. History will call them to account.



WORKERS® CONTRCL ) c.7morsay

AND COLLABORATION WIrH THE USSR

‘We publish below an article written by Leon Trotsky in 1932 on
workers control and management of production. Printed as a chapter
of the book "WHAT NEXT - VITAL QUESTIONS FOR THE GERMAN PROLETARIAT"
this article will be of great intercst to our readers in view of the
discussions now teling place in the labour movement on the question
of control and me v.vement of industry, particularly nationalised
industry.

fhenever we speak of thc slogwns of the revolutionary period, the latter
should not be construed in too narrow o sense. The Soviets should be

created only in & rovoluticaury period. But when does that begin? One can-

not consult the calendsr and thus learn. One can only feel one's way

through action. The Soviets must be created at the time when they can be

created.

4

The slogan of workerg' control over production relates, particu .larly and in

ceneral, to the cume period as thc creation of Soviets. Butb neither.

should this be censtrued mochenically. Special conditions may draw the masses
toward control over producti-m concidersoply prior to the time when they will

evince theuselves ready to cruate Soviets.

Brendler ond his left shadovw-- Urbabns-— have used the slogan of control over
production, indgpenduntly of the political background. This has served no
purpose other then to discredit the slogau. But it would be incormect to re-

ject the slogtn now, under the crnditions of the loouwirg political crisis,
For

only because on the fuce of it the mess offensive doesn't exist os yet.

the offensive itself, slocuns arc necessary which would define the perspectives
of the movement. Thec period of propaganda must inevitably precede the pene-

tration of the slogan into the unsvui.

The campaign for worlkers' control can develop, !

1opending upen the circumstances, °

not from the angle of production but from thnt of consumption. The promise of

the Bruning government to lowew the pricc of conmod
the decrease in wages hau not mnaterinlised. This

the most backward strata of “he proletariat, who ar
thought of seizing power. Workers! control over the outlays of
the profits of trzde is +he only real fora of the strugg

jties simultaneously with
question cunnot but absorb
e today very far from the
industry and
1e for lower prices.

Under the conditions of sneral dissatinfaction, workers' conmissifns, with
the participation of worker house-wives, for the purposec of checking up on the

increasec coot of morgarine cén vecome vory palpable be
control over industry. Tt iu sclf-evident that this ig only onc of the

ginnings of workers'

# let it be bornc in mind that in China, the Stalinists worked against the

creation of Soviets during the period of revolutionary upsurees whereas,
when they decided upon an insurreciion in Canton during the wave ©
they appealed to the masses to create the Soviets on the very dag of the

insurrection!

f recession,

e S e
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possible manners of npproach ond it was &lven 88 an example. Here the
netter will not as yot concern the manugom@nt‘z?l{ndustryi the woridlngwonan

wil} not go so frr at once, such & thoucht is far romoved from her mind. But
it is casier for her to pass from the consumer control to the productive cone-

trol and from the latter to the direct management, depending upon the general
development of the revolution.

In contemporary Germany, under the conditions of the present crisis, control
over industry si mifics control not only over the operating but also over the
portly operating ond shut down industries. This -presupposes the gaining over
for control of those workers vho worked in those industries prior to their
dismissal. The task thereby must consist of setting the dead industries into
motion, under the leadership of Factory Conmittees on the bhasis of an economic
plan. This leads squarely to the question of the governmontal administration
of industry, i.e., to the cxpropriastion ~f the copitolists by the workers!
government. Workers' contrul, in this vise, is not & prolonged, '"normal"
‘oondition, likc wage scale c:recements or sccial insurance. The control is a
transitional measure, under the conditions of the highest tension of the class

war, and conceivable only as a bridge to the revolutionary nationalisation of
industry.

The Brandleritcs accuse the Left Opposition of having snatched from them the
slogcan of control over production after having jecred 2t this slogan for a
number of ycars. The asccusation hos quite an unexpected tonet The slo-
gan of control over industry was tirst issued, on a wide scale, by the Bol-
shevik Pcrty in 1917. In Petrograd, the chorsge over the entire comprign in
this spherv, as well 2s in nthors, was ploced in the hands of the Jovict. As
an individuel, ~ho watched this work ond pnrticipated in it, I beor witness
that we werc ncver obliged to turn to Thalhciner-Brondler for initintive, or
to mcke usc of their theorctictl inioraction. The nccusation of "plagiarism®
is formulated with considersz blc corelessnesse.

But that it not the chief trouvlc. The mutters nre much worse with the second
part of the accusation, -~ until now, the "Trotskyists" have arqued against a
campaign under the slosgan of control over production, but right now they come
out for this slo_uwn. The Brondlerites sce hervin our inconsistency! As a
metter of fact they only rovenl 2 complete i noranca of revolutionary dialectic,
which is packed into the slemn of vorkers! control by reducing it to 2 tech-
nical prescr iption for "mobilising the m.sses .M The condemn themselves
when they cite the fret that they huive buen repeating for o number of years
the slogzn which is suitoLle only for a revolutionary period.  The wood-
pecker who has drilled nway at the bark of an ook tree, ycar in and year
out, in all probability st the buttom of his heert, alsc holds to the con-
viction thct the woodman, :ho hed chopped down the tree with the blows of

his axe, has criminally plisdarised from hium, the woodpeckar.

Fos us therefore the slozen of control is ticd up with the period of dual-
power in industry, which corrcvsponds to the transition from‘tha bourgeois re-
gime to the prolctarian. Not at all, contradicts ug ghiihelmeﬁ, duiigpower
must o4 a4ey ¢ quniity (1) with the proprietors'"; bu 2 workers i

fightin foi thgir io%pgcze lcadorship of industries. They, the Brandlerites,
will not allow the revolutirncry slogan to be "enoia.iud! (#hat is tho Wgyt
they put i%).  m, them, "coutrel avew proluclion significs the menagemon
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of the industries by the workers." (Jonuory 17, 1932).
mona cnent as control?  In the languapge of all mankind under control is
uncersteod the surveillanece and checking of one institution over the work of
another. Control may be active, dominant, and ell-cmbracing. But it remains
control. The very idea of this slogan was the outorowth of the transitional
regime in industry when the capitolist and his administrators could no lénger
take 8 step witheut the consent of the workers; but on the cther hand, when
the workers had not as yet provided the politieal prerequisites for national-
isation, nor yet sefized the technical mantcement, nor yet created the organs
essential for this. Let us noet forget thet what is broached here concerns
not only the taki: - charge of corporations, but also the sale of products, and
the supplying of factories with raw materials, and new equipuent, as well as
credit operations, ete.

But why then call

The corrclation of forces in the factory is determined by the force of the
gencral onset of the proletariat upon the bouryeois socicety.  Gencrally
speaking, control is thinka ble only during the indubitable preponderance of
the political torces of the proletarict over the forces of capitalism. Dut
1%t is wrongs to think that in » revolution ! 2ll gaestions must necds be and
are sulved by force: the foctories mey be gained with the aid of the Rted
Guard; their menazement requires ncw le;al and administrative prerequisites;
and over and above that, knowledge, routine, and organs. A certain period
of apirenticushin is required. The proletariat ic interested in leavin;
the manazement during thot period in the hands of an oxperienced administration,
but compelling it to keep 211 the books open and establishing a wide awakc
supcrvision sver all its affilicticns and actions.

The worlers® control begins with the individucl workshop. The oxran of the
control is the factory committee. The fuetnry organs of control join to-
gether with each other, cecording o the ec-nomic ties of the industries be-
ween themsclves. On thic stage, there is no gen.ral cconomic plan s get.

The practice of vorkers! contrel .il; preparcs the clements of this plan. .

N

N .
On the contrary, thc workers' monegement of industry, to ¢ uuch preater degrec,
even in its initiol steps, procceds from cbeve, for it is inseparable from
stote-powcr ~nd the gencrel economic plan. The ~reans of manogement are not
fact-ry committees but centralised sovicts, The role of the factory oommittees
renzins EEEQ&bEH%T of course. But in tte sphere of managcment of industry it
has no longer a lending but an auxiliary rolc.

In lussia, where following the bourgeoisie, the technical intelligentsia was
convinced thst the Bolshevik experiment would endure only & few weeks, and
thercfore had steered its course towards all sorts of sabotage and had re-
fused to cnter into any ngreemcnts, the stage of the wgrkcrs' control did not
develop. vigreover, the war was destroying the conumlc strgcture py chnpging
the workers into - lsoldiers. Thorefore there is comparatively little in
the Kuscinn cxpericnce to bu found in relation to workurs' control, as a
speeinl repime in industry. — Dub this expericnce is ull the more valuable for
the opposite readon: it demonstrates that even in a backward cogn?ry un@or the
general sabotege of not only the proprictors but clso of the admlnlstfgtlve-
technical porsonnel, the young and inexpericnced proletariat, surroungcd Ez a
ring of encwies, was able nevertheless to assemblo the managemgnt of industry.
What wouldn't then the Cerman working class be 2ble to accomplish}
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The preleteriat, as hos been said above, is interceted in seeing to it thet
the transition. from the private capitalist to the state capitalist and then
to the socialist method of production be accomplished with the least cconomic
convulsicns and the least drain upon the national wealth, That is why, while
nearing power end oven after seizing power, by way of the boldest and most
decisive struggle, the preletariat will evince a complete readiness to estab-
lish & transitional regime in the factories, plants and banks.

Will the relation in industry in Germany during the period of revolution be
composed differently from those in Russia? I% is not easy to answer this
question, particularly from the side lines. The actual course of the class
struggle may not leave placc for workers' control, as a special gtage. Under
the extreme temsion of the developing struggle, under the increaged pressure
of the workers on the ocne side and the sabotage on the part of the proprietors
and administrators, on the other, there may be nv room left for agrevements,
oven though temporary. In such a case, the proletarist will have to assume
together with the power, the full mahagement of industry. The present semi-
paralysed state of industry .nd the presence of @ great narmy of unemployed
make quite possible such a "condensed" way.

But, on the othaer hand, the prusence vf mighty organisctions within the work-
ing cless, the bringing up of the Germon worlcrs in the spirit of systematiw
activitics, and not of improvisations, und the tardinsss of the musscs in
swinging towards revolution which can tip the scale in favour of the first
way. Therefore it would be inexcusecble to rcject beforshand the-slogan of
control over production.

In any event, it is obvicus that in ‘icrmany, even more than in Russia, the

slogan of workers' control has a purport apart from that of workers' manage-
ment. ILike many other transitional slogens, it retains an cnormous signifi-
cance indepundent of the dogree to which it will be rea lised in reality,-if
realised at all. )

By its readiness to estnblish transitional forms of workers' control, the
proletarian vanguard wins over to ite side the more conservative strata of the
prolctariat, and noutra lises certain groups of the putty bourgeoisi:, es-
pecially, the technical, udministrative, ond banking staffs. Should the
cepitalists and the entir: upper layer of the administration evince an utter
irreconciliability by resorting tc methods of economic sabotage, the res-
ponsibility for the severe measurcs that. spring : ‘. therefrom will fall
in the eyes of the nation not upon the workers but upon the 1.hostile classcs.
Such is the supplementary political purport of tho slogan of workers! control
along with the zbove mentionsd cconomic and aedministrative purport.

In any case, thec extromes of political oynicism erc attested by the fact that
those pcople who have issued the slogan of control in a non-revolutionary on-—
vironment; and thereby have given it e purely reformist character, accuse us

of centrist duality, because of our refusal to identify control with menage-—

ment. .

The workers who will reach the questioms of the management of industry will
not wish nor will they be able to beoome drunk with words. They have becomq
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used in fecteries to dealing with materials, less flexible than phrases, and
they will comprchend ocub thoughts butter than burcowcrats; genuine revolu-
tionary thinking does not consist in  applying force everywhere and at all
times, and far less in choling with verbal enthusiasm over force. Where
force is necessary, there it must be applied boldly, decisively and completely.
But nne must know the limitations of force, onc must lmow when to blend force
with & manocmuvre; - the blow with an agreement. On anniversaries of Lenin's'
death the Stalinist buweaucracy repeats conned phrases about "revolutionary
realism" in order the more freely to jeer at it during the remaining 364 days.

The prostituted theorctioians of reformism attempt to discover tho dawn of
soola lism in the emergenoy decrecs against the workers. Trom the "milibasy
sooialism" of Hohenzollerns to the police socialism of Bruning!

Left bourgeois ideologists dream of a planned capitalist cconomy. But cap-
italism has had time to demonstrate that in the line of plans it is capable
only of drajning the productive forces for the sake of war. Disregarding
everything else, in what manner can the dvpendence of Germany - with its cnor-
mous fiameres of import and uxport - upon the world market be repgulated?

We, on our side, propose to begin with the sector of the German~Sovict re-
lations, i.e., the working out of a wido plan of collaboration between the
Soviet and German economy in connectiun with and supplementary to the second
five year plan. Tens and hundreds of the largest factories could go ahwad

at full stcam. The unemployment in Germeny could be cntirely liquidated—
1t would hardly teke morec than two or three years-- on ths basis of un economic
plan, which would embrace from all sides only these two countries.

The lcaders of capitalist industry in Germany, ojviously, cannot moke such &
plan, because it means thcir social self-elimination. But the Joviet govern-
ment, with the ald of Gorman workers' organisations, first of ell, the trade
unione and the progressive representative of German technology, can and must
work out an entirely practical plan, ce pable of opening truly .. grandiose
perepectives. Iow netty will appear~ wll thesc "problems" of reparations
and supplementary toll pfennigs in comparison to the possibilities which will
be opened by coupling the natural, bh technical and organisational resources

of the Soviet and German natiunal economies.

The German Communists arce spreading wide~scelu propaganda concerning the suc-
cogges of Soviet upbullding. This work is necessary. 'They fly into sugared
embellishments. That is entirely superfluous. But worse yet, they have been
unable to link together both the successes and the difficultics of the Soviet
economy with the immcdiatc interests of the German proletariat; with un~
employment, with the lowering of wages, and with the general economic impassg
0f Germeny. They have been unable and unwilling to pose the question of Soviet-
German eollaborsation on & strictly practical as well as deeply rcevolutionary

basis.

ge of the crisis—- more thag two years ago-- wo posed this

Y ste
During the firs “ind the Stalinists immediately set up a hue and cry that

question in print.
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we belleve zg?peaceful co-exlstence of socia liesm and capitalism, that we
want to save capltalism, ete. They failed to foresee and understand Just
one thing, to wit, what a potent factor in a socialist revolution a concrete
geonomic plan of ecllaboration could become, if it be made the subject of
disoyssion in trade unions, and at factory meetings, among worfers of oper-
ating as well as of shut down industries; and if it be linked with the slogan
of workers!' eontrol over production, and subsequently with the slogan of
seizing power. For international plamned collaboration can be realised only
under government monopoly of foreign trade in Germany, and the nationalisation
of the meens of production, in other words, under the dictatorship of the
proletariat, Along this road, one could pull new millions of workers, non-
party, social-democrat, and Catholic, into the struggle for power.

The Tarnows are scaring the German workers with the prospeot that the industrial
break-down as & consequence of the revolution would result in frightful chaos,
famine, cte. Let it be kept in mind that theso same people supported the im-
perialist war whieh could bring to the proletariet in its train nothing save
tortures, hardships and degradation. To burden the proletariat with the
agonies of war under the bammer of the Hohenzollerns -yes! Revolutionary
saerifices under the .bammer uf socialism?- No,never!

Diseussions concerning the topic that "our German workers" would nover agrce

to suffer "sush sacrifices" consist in simultaneously flattering the German
workers and vilifying them. Unfortunately, the German workers are too patdent.
The Sooislist Rovolution will not exact from the Goerman proletariat one hundredth
of th.se saerifices that were swallowod up in the war of Hohenzollern-Leipart-
Wels,



LABOUR PARTY COMFERENCE

Two outstending facts emerge frow the 47th Annual Conferunce of the Labour
Party which met at Scarborough during Whitsun. 1. It is clear that -the
organised workers of Britnin arc 8till solidly aligned behind the Labour
Government, and; 2. The left wing, which in 1947 had at least the semblance
of orgenisation - the "Keep Left" group, - is today disoriented and leader-
less. '

On the main questions, the lcudership was able to ride comfortebly over its
eritics. It came ou® of the Conference having accomplished the task it sct
{tself. It avoided any sharp divisions and, sbove all, it avoided being bound
down seriously to any programme for the future ¢lection.

Resolutions on noticnalisation of land, distributive trades, coal distribution.
shipping and shipbuilding had becn passed to the B.C. without debate., Undoubt-
edly, certain sections of the leedcrship would have liked to postpone steel
nationalisetion, but fearing the rcactions of tho rank and file, were forced
to guarantue "nationalisation of the relevant portions" of this industry in the
near future. However, they secured the rejcction of the demand for steel
nationelisation in this session, by an overwhelaing ma jority, which 1o.glves
them tiwe in which to evolve some system of state ownership or control over
portions of “the steel industry which will not provike a bitter opposition
from the capitalists, end 2t the sume time take the edge off tho criticism
from their own renk znd file.

Avwkward resolutions binding the leadexshin to carry out the dccisions of the
rank cnd file ncver rcached tho floor of the Conterence.  Conference did ad-
opt, 8gainst the wishes of the Excoutive, a resolution agoinst the reduction
of food subsidies, and onc on ticd cottages similar to the one pussed last
yeor. However, with their preoont credit among the rank and file, the lead-
crship can afford to declwith these regsolutions as they did with the reso-
lution on Equel Pay passed in 1947.

The most serious problem for thc leadership arose out of the Government's policy
on profits and wages. Howcver, conference passed o resolution by an overwhelming
majority, welcoming "the initiative of the Government in attempting to esteb-
1lish a policy for wages, profits ond other incomes." Their victory herc was
gained with the eid of Dulton, wno calmed delogntes critical of the Crippsian
policy of voluntery limitation of dividends, by hinting that the programme of
nationalisation would depend on the conduct of private enterprise in relation

to prdfits during the next period.

The second big debote took place around the administration of nationalised
industries. A resolution demanding changes in the methods of making appoint-
ments to Boards so that. the workers would "have a much bigger say in their
control" was moved by the Amglgamated Engineering Union, seconded by the
Association of Enpginecting nnd Shipbuilding Draughi.men. It was supportcd by
the Union of Prst Office ¥orkers, the Nationnl Undon of Rnilwaymen, and many
other delegatcs.  As the WANCILSTRR GUARDIAN" of 20th Muay, pointed out, -
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\"Had a8 vote -been taken, with some powerful trade waions being prepared to
support the resolution, there might have been an awkward situation for the
Govermment."  However, the leadership avoided this by persuading the movers
to agree to the resolution being left to the consideration of the Execative
without a vote being taken. It should be noted that this nove did not{ pess
without some protest fr om some of the trade union delegntes.

On foreign poliecy, Bevin again carried the day with a vote of 4,097 to
224,000. Successive Iabour Party Confercnces since the advent of the Labour
Government, have gone steadily to the right on issues of foreign policy. The
bureaucrotic manoeuvres of Stalin have incressed the anti-Russian sentiment
within the Labour Party. Commenting on the Confercnce in the "DATLY ‘WORKER"
on 22nd May, J.R.Campbell remarked: "The wajority blame the Russians and
quitc vile anti-Soviet sentiments were applauded which a few years ago would
have been angrily hissed." The platform skillfully utilised this and posed
questions of foreign policy as a choice between the Labour Government or the
Kremlin, Bevin or Zilliacus. ‘

Undoubtedly Transport House's "amti-red" drive hos had . "effect. TFor the
first time in years, the voice of Sta linism was almost unheard at a Labour
Pa rty Conference. (Zilliacus who put the Stalinist position on foreign
policy, hastened to z2ssure the Government that he wholeheartedly approved of
its policy at home.) By expelling the right winger Edwards, the Executive
effectively reduced the Platts-Mills expulsion end the Nemni affair to a
damp squib.

Almost uvery bourgcois paper drew the conclusion from the Conferonce, the
ambiguous phrases of Shinwell's presidential address and the specch of
Morrison, that here was a recipe for slowing down. The "DAILY TELEGRAFH"
was typical in its headline comment: ", ""Socia list Confercnce strikes new
note of ca ution." Morrison - who, incidentally, blossomed forth aa tho
fervent champion of the Housc of Lords -- stressed the nced < +for "consolid-
ating if not reforming and changing the organisation of sooiclised industries
if the public interest and expcricnce show that to be necessary.," The
attitude of th: platform to the chrracter of the next olection programme
was in  ° line with the obviously inspired leader in tho "DAILY HERALD" a%
the beginning of the Conference. "Next time there will be fower eitadols
of roaction to storm, we shall thereforc nced to think more in terms of tho
orcative enrichment of life than of introduoing overduc reforms."

The "OBSERVER" of 23rd May, commented that the 'policy of tgﬁdNational
Executive has been endorsed in resolution after rcsolution " ““the mogt sontroe-
versial issues have caused hordly more than a shrimpz ripple." However, it
should be noted that, whilc in the past two Conferences, foreign policy has
aroused the greatcst degree of criticism, this yoar the najor debates were on
wage freexc ond nationalised industries; in other words, on home affajirs.
However, the existence of the post-war boom, full employment, the low ebd of
the class struggle, have chabled the leaders of the Labour Party to meintain

the confidence of the mess of the workers, and delayud any sharp exposure of
tho inadequaoy of their programme. They were able to exploit the ory for
"unity" in facc of the coming elcotion. Bcarborough has loft the left wing

in the Party an cxtromely hard and steep road to climb, It must find a pro-
gramme which will rally the advanced workers in the Party and the Trade Unions.
It must be a programme with o conscious socialist dircction in home and foreim
affairs, firmly baged on the daily exporiences of the workers, a programme which
can become a real challenge to Transport Housc in the pre~election year of 1949.
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